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but rather a question personal friendship that Heydrich had to moe 
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COLONEL NEVI 
Die GATLIK: 
) What was the chain of command between you and Hoydr'ch in August 
A Well, first there was the Gruppenleiter Amt VI-B, then the chief 
Amt VI and then Heydriche 
Q Did you receive the order for this incident through this chan of 
comand? 
No, I received this order for this incident through this chain of 
command? 
A No, I received this order fron H eydrich directly and ho went past 


that chain of corriande I was also obliged to keep quiet about this case, 
about this incident to my chiefs end ry co-workers. The Amtsleiter, tho Chief 
of Amt VI and ny group leader were not informed about this casce It ook leave 
from my office by giving the reason that I had a secret orccr from Heydrich 

had to carry oute 

Were tho chiefs of Amt ITI d Art VII not informed about this either? 
No, nobody else with tho exception of the persons that actually took 
part were informed about thise 

Q Had any member of Amt IIT, VI or VII given you any orders in comectio 

with this incident? 

No, I answered that question alroacye 
Q Did the mon that perpetrated tho attack on the radio station in 
Gleiwitz with you, belong to the SD or Amt III? 

Noo 

This is in op osition to your oath of the 19th of November 1945; 
in that affidavit, you statod that Heydrich had ordered you to go to 
Gloiwitz with five or six other SD mon, What do you say about this contra- 
diction? 

4 Under the SD wo did not mean any person connected with any of tho Amts 

or offices of the SD but all offices that were under Heydrich — they were 
y 


neonle that only worked for us at 


i 


called for short "SD! mens Among them wer 
various short times, occasionale What I wanted to bring out in this was that 


tho designation "SD" was an all-ar"md designation with tho exception of once 
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I got the men from the various sections, men which I considered"as trustworthy; 
for instance, the radio technician whom I needed to put tho station into 
oporation for ne was neither a member of the SS nor of the SDe 


it openly known that the border incident which was mentioned 5 


15 T] 3 


{itler in his speech of tho lst of September 1939, was not perpetrated by 


T 


Poles but actually by a group of Germans? 


COL NEL 3ROOKHAPTT: May I have a clarification? 
COLONEL NEAVEs: What is meant by “openly know and where"? 
Di. GAWLIK: 


a. £ 


COLONEL NE. VE You im among everybody in Germany or among e vorybc dy in 


particularly? 


Yes, the pöpulaticn of Germany, everybody in Germany» 


, BROOKHADI: Is that what the witness understood? 


is what I understoode 


other sections of the Reich Security Office, that is, SD, 


sections, were they told of this throu? ome other means? 
> u 


Did the SD office which was in charge of the arca of Gleiwitz as well 


f Amt III and Amt VI in that arca, have any knowledge of your 


No, they could not have auye 
Could you rivo more explanations to these answers 
COLONEL NEAVEs To this answer or these answers? 
THE WITNESS: To the last two answers e 
COLONEL NEAVEs To the last two answers? 
THE WITNESS: When tho war broke out in Germany there was no feeling, no 
pro-war fecling in Germany, and the reason for this action was to give the 
crman people a feeling, a pro-war focling against Poland. For that reason, 
the whole action was done in such a way as to look as if it was done by Polos, 
If the German people would have found out the actual truth about this case 


hoy; would have considered it as a betrayal and the results of thet action would 
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t t connected with it? 
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23 May 1916-DMR=1 
"The SD members who participate in these incidents werc said to have 
been decorated with the War Service Cross, Second Class," 
What do you have to say to this declaration from Dre Mildner? 
COLONEL BROOKHART: Onemoment, please; the witness has already said he 
knew nothing except concerning the Gleiwitz incidente 
COLONEL NEAVE: He did wht outside. 
COLONEL BROOKHART: He had nothing to do with any of the other incidents 
I object to his testimony on the matters upon which he doesn't know, under 
such a general question, 
COLONEL NEAVE: He said that he didn't know anything about other in- 
does he, Dre Gawlik? I am allowing him to give any relevant evi- 
cence concerning these incidents if he knows anything ادج‎ theme 
BY Dre GAWLIK? 
Then I will ask him as follows yo to say about 
leclaration as far as the att n the radio station in Gleiwitz i: 
concerned? 
ion and the attack on the radio stati 


after the actic 


Could thi 
was concerned, couid 
in that action 
COLONEL 
on speculatic 
COLONEL NAVES } ive his opinion. Colonel Brook! 


ive his opinion in respect t« ; Gleiwitz operation, can't he; he 


nart in it, 


COLONEL BROOKHART: Well, in the fo of the question, he 

anthin; Ld have Mm] 

COLONEL NE.VEs I understand Dre Gawlik retracted that questi 
Re GWLIK? 


On the 3Oth of Nove 945, the witness Lauhousen was questioned. 
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23 Mey 19Lh6- inR-2 
That is on page 396 of the German protocol. Lahousen, among otherthings, 
made reports aboutthese border incidents. He stated that he had spoken 
with a man named Birckel about these cases, in August 1939, after th 
armisticce The story of Lahousen is as follows according to the German trans- 
cripte I quote. Now, this is a direct quotation: "And the man, whose name 
was Birckel, told me that it was rather interesting that even in our 8 
we only heard about this anc then only to some extent about this much later == 
according to my knowledge == and this is Birckel's knowledge -- 211 the men, 
all the SL who took part in this have been killed." This is page 414 of the 
German transcript. 
COLONEL NE:VE: And tthe man's name was Sirckels that is a statement of 
Lahcusen? 
Vat. GAWLIK; That is a statement of Lahousen who is talking about Birckel. 
BY "Re Guk LIKs 
statement by Lahousen, one could come to the c 
that the SD or pats thereof were cd for these border 1۳8031 
Co you take about the sentence which says, "ind ccording to my knowles 
. all the men of the S that took part in this operation have | 
There can in this case be only a matter of speculation 
of the witness, since tho fact that I am hore proves the op osito, 
never heard at that time that any of the men have been killed. 
If I understand you right, do you mean to say that thc 
mcn who took part in this operation were killed" is wr 
statement that in this case therc were members of the SD, because i 
or VIL or parts thereof were nct participating in this incicent 
the thought of your 
I snswersc those questions already with "yes." 
Mid you or any of the othermen that helped you in perpetrating this 
attack touch any Folish territory curing this attack? 


No. This attack tock place in the center of Gleiwitz the Gorman 


Dur ing the attack, were any subjects of Foland wounded or killed? 


Noe 


Were any rights of the Polish state or subjects of the Polish stato, 


were they injured in this attack? 
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COLONEL BROC KHARTs t is objectionable. 

PR. GWLIKs I retract my questione 

COLONEL NEAVE: Excuse me, what happened then? 

COLONEL BROOKHART: The question is much too broad, whether or not the 


1 


witness can answ.r about any rights of Folish citizens violated, 
COLONEL NEAVE: The questàn is too broad. You can ask if any people 
were wounded or not; he misht know that, but hardly what rights were involved. 


Is that the correct translation? What is the translation? 


THE INTERPRETER; The translation was, whether or not any rights of 


the Polish state or the rights of the Polish subjects were injured or touched. 


COLONEL NEAVEs I expect he can know something regarding the rights of 
Polish citizens, 
oL GRIFFITH JONES: I ub the whole thingshorte The whole 
thing is entircly irrelevante 
¡Re GCTIK One last questione 
GLWLIK 3 
How far was Gleiwitz from the German-rolish Frontier nt that tine? 
About 10 kilometers. I want to repeat that the reason for this 
was purely a propaganda matter to make the Uerman people more con= 


against Polandę 
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„as It because the work you had been doing as a member of the SS and SD, 


particularly suitable for the type of work which was required 


( st 2 | a ^r 1 sap) T 
question is very NAPA» E 


matter of personal trust 
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all-around view of SD 


Well, I want to be quite clear. Is there 


take about the mm that wore with you 


There is, on tho one hand, on SS formation called tho "3D" anc 


carried in their personal files — they carricd them in the ;ersc 
of the SD; it is tho SS forimtion, SD. 
richt, thon, in saying that you could not 
these i as anythin, othar then members of tho SD? 
orcar from Heydrich together with five or six SD rer 
that ides of Harcrich and under the SD, SD mcnt any 
can trust politicall;. It was cnou h that 
or another {ven the report to tho SD and further 
hc SD any morc. 3216 before that the racio techniciai 
tho SS or SD or, ss mentioned befor, 
these oi 
out it and I wish you would 
three cocumenis which 


o to Gleiwitz with fivc 


What I. wanted to sc; in thot signed affidavit 1 
to got five or six men to perpetrate this attack with and where I will 
these men was entircly left up to me and it is natural that Heydrich 
the words 'SD men" 


Will you 2751, US-482, and you soo that 


which you 1: 120 4 on the 20th of November. 


that in the course of that affidavit, thoro on tho first 
correction has been mace in En;lish? 
Yes. 


ind it has 





IT 


did you point out that mistake و‎ 

los. 

Will you turn over the pase. You.see on that page thot there cre 
axes which have been corrected and initialed by yourself? 

Yos. 

lier ^ 1 R pary ni “cd out ^ V 1? 

Were those errors pointcd out Ly you? 

at this document. Is that another copy of t 


ms 4 O 7 AAA m "nA z p no — RZ NÉ AAA چم‎ 
efiidevit, also s: a by yourself anc also corrected by yourself? 


e a s euis da kie s La 432 bu md o 2 
Do you remember that ac to these documents, you si; nc 


nfíidavit on the Tth 


imi it was handed t« 


Brookhart aurin;; the course 


you remember UE cocurent Was SUCMLUUCU LO JOU, CH 


tha abe m „olei 34 هم دا‎ a in 44 ra es 3 34* 
that after making chan es in it, you sijned it? 


CATING lc je > z C ULIC i C LO co US W ‚I ) ) ic Poco, 


-- and dia you clude this sontonco in the 

agents wore in civilian clothes," 

Por tho majority I was right, but I cannot say thet they 211 
belonged w the 3D. 

you please just wait until I ask you a 

toll mo why it was that in those three documents which you 
considerable caro to check am have read over ond had had read ovo 
rou Failed to correct the error in tho description of tho SD mon? 


a 


Because cvidently there is a bis difference botvoon what I consider 
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Dic you point out that mistake yoursclf? 
Yos. 
Will you turn over tho pase.  You..see on that page thet there are 


= i 
two spellins mistakes which have been corrected and initialed 
Yes. 
Were those errors pointed out by 


this document, Is thet another copy 


Oe 
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ALSO corrected JJ you self? 
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Brookhart durin;: the course of on interroration on that 
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transcript 

during that part of tho intorrorotion when Colonel Brookhart was 
tho affidavit 

Ycs. 

— and did you include 
other SD agents wore in civilian 

For tho majority I wes right, but I cannot say thet they 
belonged w the sD. 

Will you plesso just voit until I ask you 
toll me why it was that in those three documents which you 
considerable care to check and have read over and had had read over 
you foiled to correct tho orror in the description of tho SD men? 


Because evidently there is a bir difference between what I consider 
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the Court considers an SD mon. 


me then ask you this: then did you roa C lat there was suc! 


a difference between what you call an "SD" man and the Court? 


orgenization as such v 
concern: 


Ir r^ mc - مه گ ماد‎ ias Ar کہا کہ‎ +) MOX M 
Dic you come to this ides describing these men 
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juli 


VII of the SD, 


E] de Y. es 3777» ~ 
u uno error 
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COLONEL NEAVE: hen you say "tho statement of the prosecution,” what do 
you mean by that? 
BY COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES s 
te hat b you mean by thc Statement, did you Sec a written statement of 
the prosecution? 
COLONEL NEAVEs He a written stntement of the prosecution." 
THE VITNESS: 
BY COLONEL GRIFTIT 
here were you when you 
ie In the witness wing 
And who showed y 
+ don't remombor but ti 
evorybocy, 
COLON 
jf tho 
INT? 2PRETER indictment in ihi > statemont is incliute 
COLONEL NEA 
BY COLONT 
saw, was it a thick “52cumcent 


thin document? 


Printed or miucorrar| 
It was written bv 


you come 


and receive? pormission 


COLONEL NEAVE lo do what? You arc talkirg abut the tri 11 b 


think you sucht to be =-car on what document you are talking about, ¿re y u 


۴ TT 
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about a trial brief? 
DR. GATLIK: Yese 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JONES 
DR. GA LIX: All the trial! fs and the other documents were 
1 with permission of tho General Secretary. 


1 


COLONEL NEW: «11 the documents? hat Co you mean by all the documents’ 


J 


speech of kr, Justice Jackson, for instancce 


document was sent down to hii. 


NE. 


13 "t . 
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to clarify this by 

the German section office ertain “ocuments were deliverode farti 

what yo ro t rt souncs to me as if i tho in“ictment. 
COLONEL GRIFFIT NEX Ic E he trial 


BY COLONEL GRI 


Dic I understand that this was shown you 


in Nurnberr? 


OPEL GRIFFITH 
COLONEL 1 ink wo micht adjourn 0 
COLONEL GRIFFITH JONS “May I make a request before we 
until the witness anonco in the morninr, he be 
With any one other than prison gua 
COLONEL NEAVEs ell, I don't ka 
I think a perfectly proper qu 
it would be wholly improper for couns 
‘iscuss questi ns with him while thot witness 


cross examination. 
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COLONEL NE/.VE: Do you have any comment ^n that, Dre Gawlik? 

DR. GANLIK: No, I haven't, 

COLONEL NEAVE: That is a perfectly proper rule. The next witness be 
called on the list is Obersturmbannfuchrer Hoeppner but I understand that the 
Gestapo wold prefer to call Sommanne 

DR. GANLIK; Yese 

COLONEL NEAVE: That is right, Sommann for tho next witness. 

DR. MERKEL: Yes, that is richt, 

COLONEL VELVE: All right. Tho Commission will sit ngain at ten -'clock 
Monday morninc, 


(The Commission adjourned nt 1720 hours.) 


The forecoing is a truc an? correct transcript ^f the testim ny of 


ALFRED HELMUT NAUJOOXS, taken on 25 liny 1946, 
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